Wednesday, October 22 2005

Commissioner Michacl J. Copps
145 12th Street, NwW
Washington, DC 20554

VIV FACSIMILLE
Deasr Commissioner Copps,

As aconsumer of broadeast television, electronies, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoplion of a "broadeast flag.” T am gravely coneerned that
a broadeast flag regulation would restriet the wav I enjoy television.

The digital lelevision transition relies on convineing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buving
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesw’tmean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displavs. and {inding room
for vet another deviee in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allics te hinder the transition

by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable,
> N

Inaddition, T am very concerned about Lhe fair-use implicalions of the broadeast (lag. With todav's
teehnology. 1 can be more than a passive recipient of content -- 1 ean modify, create, and parlicipate. 1 can
record TV 1o waleh Taters elip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie: sendd an email clip of my
child’s Toolball game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend’s
apartment. The broadeast flag seems designed to remove Lhis conlrol and flexibility that [ enjoy.

Il the mmove to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible. and
exciting, what compelling reason do [ have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier IV
piclure is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronies and computer
cquipment. As a cilizen and consumer of broadeasl television, T urge vou to promote the digital transition by
opposing the breadeast flag.

Sineerely,

Connie
2200 Sk Dewey Ave
Sartlesville, OK 74002
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Cotober 22, 2003

Comumigsioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
443 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20334

Dear Michael Copps,

1 an writing to volee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeest flag" technology for diitel television. As a consnmer
and citizen. I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovalion, consumer rights, and the ultimate adeption of DTV,

A tohust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what sew products they can
create. This will result in produets that den't necesvarity reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it conld result in me being
charged more money for inferor fanctionality.

ifthe FOC ispues a broadeast flag mandate, [ would actually be less likely to make an itvestment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for vour time.

Sincerely,

andrew Melina

S Washington Ave.
Chelsea, Ma 02150
U8a
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Wednesdav, October 22 2003

Commissioner Michael I. Copps
443 12th Strect, NW
Washinglon, DC 203554

VIA PACSIMILL
Dyear Commissioner Copps,

As a consunmer of broadeast television. clectronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadeast flag.”  am gravely
concerned that a broadeast flag regulation would restrict the way [ enjoyv television.

The digital television transition relies on convineing consumers of the benelits of switching to and
buving digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer
i switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buving new high-resolution
displayvs, and finding room for vetl another deviee in my living room. Please do not allow the
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose 1TV deviees that
are more expensive and less valuable.

Inaddition. T am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast [lag. With todav's
technology. T can be more than a passive recipient of content — [ can modify. create, and
participate. [ can record TV to wateh later: clip a small piece of TV and splice 1t into a home
movie: send an email elip of my child's football game to a distant relative: or record a TV program
onto a DV and play it at my triend's apartment. The broadcast flag scems designed to remove this
control and flexibility that I enjoy.

[1'the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjovable.
Mexible. and exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital
cquipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadeast television, |
uree veu to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincuerelyv.
Matthew R Rose

G748 Guildford
ica. MI 48316

Fron



T

]

=l ] 2003-10-22 16:26:01 (GMT) 16506181876

Wednesday, October 22 2003

Commussioner Michael J. Copps
13 121 Street. NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA TACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

Ax a consumer of broadeast television, electronics. and computer products, [ urge the Federal
Communications Comniission to vote against the adoption ot a "broadeast {lag." | am gravelv
concerned that a broadeast flag regulation would restrict the wayv [ enjov television.

The digital felevision transition relies on convineing consumers of the benelits of switching to and
buving digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer
il switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution
displavs. and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose 17TV devices that
are more expensive and less valuable,

[ addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadeast {lag. With todav's
technology. T can be more than a passive recipient of content — I can modily. create, and
participate. | ean record TV 1o watch later; ¢lip a small picce of TV and splice it into a home
movie: send an email elip of my child's foothall game 1o a distant relative; or record a TV program
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartiment. The broadeast flag seems designed to remove this
control and Aexibility that T enjoy.

[ the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more crjovable.
Texible. and exciting, what compelling reason do [ have as a consumer to buy new digital
cyuipment? A pretticr TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my currem
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadeast television, |
urge vou to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadceast flag.

Sineerely.
Gary Blydenburgh Jr

23 Millville St
Salem, NH 03079

Fram
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Wednesday, October 22 2003

Commisstoner Michael J. Copps
A3 121h Street, NW
Washington, 1DC 205354

VIA FACSIMILL
Drear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television. electronics, and compuler products. I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadeast tlag.” I am gravely
concerned that a broadeast {lag regulation would restrict the way 1 enjoy television.

The digital televiston transition relies on convincing consumers ol the benefits of switching o and
buving digital television equipment. That transition will be tar more palatable to me as a consumer
1f switching doesnt mean discarding my existing home network, buving new high-resolution
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the
MPAA and its allics to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose D1V devices that
are more expensive and fess valuable.

Inadditton. § am verv concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast {lag. With today's
technology, T can be more than a passive recipient of content -- 1 can modifyv, create, and
participate. Tean record TV to watceh later: clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home
movie: send an email chip of my child's football game to a distant relative: or record a TV program
onto a DV and plav it at my friend's apartment. T'he broadeast flag scems desighed to remove this
control and flexibility that I enjoy.

[1'the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjovable,
flexible. and exciting, what compelling reason do [ have as a consumer (0 buy new digital
cquipment? A prettier TV picture 1s hardly enough reason lor me 1o dispense with all my current
consumer clectronies and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadeast television. |
urge vouto promote the digital transition by opposing the broadeast {lag.

Sieerely,
Adam Scaduto

235 Van Fleet Ave
South Plainfield. NJ Q7080

From
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Wednesday, Oclober 22 2002

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
145 12th Streel, NWw
Washinglon., DO w0554

VIA PACSIMILE
Dear Cammmissioner Copps,
As aconsumer of broadeast lelevision, electronies, and computer products, I urge the Federal

Communications Commission lo vote against the adoplion of a "broadeasl flag.” I am gravely concerned that
@ broadeast flag regulation would restrict the way 1 enjoy lelevision.

The digilal lelevision transition relies on convineing consumers of the benefits of vitching lo and buving
digital wlevision equipment. Thal transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switehing,
toesn’tmean discarding my existing home nelwork, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
forvel another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and ils allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpase DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable,

Inaddition. Tam very coneerned about the fair-use implications of the broadeast flag. With loday's
lechnology. 1 ean be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modily, create, and parlicipale. | can
record TV to wateh later: elip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie: send an email clip of mv
child’s foothall game 1o a distant relative: or record a’'V program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
aparlment The broadeast flag seems designed to remove this conlrol and flexibility that 1 enjoy.

W the move to digital lelevision does not make the public's viewing expericnce more cnjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, whal compelling reason do I have as a constmer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier IV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer clectronics and compulter
vquipmenl. As a citizen and consumer of broadeast television, I urge you to promole the digital transition by
cpposing the broadeast flag.

Sineerely,

Sandy Sawyer

508 Brownway, Houston, Texas
ITouston. TX 77050
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Cetober 22, 2003

Zommissloner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communlcations Cammlsslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C 20584

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to volea my oppaosltion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digltal telavislon. As a

consumer and cltlzen, | feel strangly that such a polley wauld be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV

A rabust, competitive market for consumer electranles must be racted In manutacturers' abllity to Innovate tor thelr
customers. Allowing movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enabie the studios 1o tell tachnologists
what new products they can create. This wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers tike me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionality

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers

and other equlpment. | wlll not pay moera for devices that lImit my rights at the behest of Hollywoed. Piease do not mandate
breadcast lag technology for digltai televisien. Thank you for your time.

Sincearely,

Brlan Baubiltz

1004 Hidgen Moss Dr
Cockeysvllie, MD 21030
USA
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Wednesday, October 22 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NV
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE

Dear Commissioner Copps,

s a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer preducts, | urge the Federal

ommunications Commission to vote aganst the adeption of a "broadcast flag.” | am gravely concerned that
broadeast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television,

A
o
The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
cigitat television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet ancther device In my living room. Please do nct allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and iess valuable.

in addition, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate. | can
record TV to walch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a heme movie, send an email clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative: or recard a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyabie. flexible, and
exciting, what competling reason do | have as a consumer te buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
nicture 1s hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a cihizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadeast flag.

Sinceretly,
Charles McCoy

5353 Blackwater Road
Virgiria Beach, VA 23457
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Wednesday, October 22 2003

Commissioner Michael 1. Copps
445 17th Street, NW
Washingtan, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE

Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital televisicen transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a2 consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable,

1n addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that T enjoy.

It the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjovable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer

equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the hroadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Francis Hoang

1336 Lakeview Blvd E #1
Seattle, WA 98102
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Oectober 22, 2003

Cominlsslenar Michael J. Copps
Faderal Communleations Commisslon
445 12th Street, NW

YWashington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Cepps,

I am writing ta velee my oppositlon to any FCC-mandated adaption of "broadeast flag" technology for digltal televislon As a

consumet and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV,

A robust. competltive market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manutacturers' abllty to Innovate for thelr
custemers Allowing movile studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlos to tell technologists
what new products they can create. This will result In produets that don't necessarlly refiect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me being charged more money for Inferior functionallty.

If the FCC Issues a broadeast flag mandate, | wauld actually be less [lkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers

and other equlpment. | will not pay mare for devices that [Imlt my rights at the bahest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technelogy for digltal televislon. Thank yeu for your time

Sinceraly,

Nathan Rogers

5997 Schroeder Road A
Madlson, Wi 53711
UsSA
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Wednesday. Oclober 22 2004

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
145 12th Streel, NW
Washinglon, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps.

As o consumer of broadeast television. electronies. and computer praducts, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption ol a "broadeast flag.” I am gravely concerned that
a hroadeast flag regulation would restriet the wayv T enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convineing consumers of the benefits of switching 1o and buving
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as o conswmer if switehing
doesn’tmean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding rocm
forvet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allics lo hinder the Lransition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable,

In addition, 1 am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadeast flag. With today's
lechnology. 1 ean be more than a passive recipienl of contenl -- T can modify, create, and participate, T ean
record TV Lo wateh later: clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie: send an email clip of mv
chilel's foothall game to a dislant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend’s
apartment. The broadeast flag seems designed to remove this control and [lexibility that 1 enjov.

I he move to digital television does not make the public’s viewing experience more enjovable, flexible, and
exciling, what compelling reason do T have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly ecnough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer cleclronics and computer
cquipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadeast television, [ urge vou to promote the digital transijtion by
opposing the broadeast flag.

Sineerely.
Rodrigo Etehelo

167 villa ave
Las Galos, CA 95050

From
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Wednesday, October 22 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal

Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” | am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way 1 enjoy television.

The digital television transition reties on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding rcom
tor yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the
transition by making us buy special-purpese DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
tcchnology, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate, |
can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip
of my child's football game to a distant retative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my
friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy.

It the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible,
ang exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and

computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the digital
transition by opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
John Litvin

3758 W Bronson Crest Loop
Portland, OR 97229
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October 22, 2003

Commigsioner Michael J. Copps
Fedearal Communications Commission
445 12th Strest, NW

Washington, D.C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing fo volea my oppesition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technoloagy for digltzl television. As &

sonsumer and citizen | feel strongly that such a polley wouid be bad for innovatlan, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

4 ropust, competitive market for consumer electronles must ba rooted In manufacturers' abliity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movle studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will ehable the studlos to tell tachnologlsts
what new products they can create. This will resuit In products that den't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for inferior functionality

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be (ess likely tc make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that llmlt my rights at the behest of Hellywoed. Please de not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digltal televislon. Thank you for your time.

Shhoaraly

Gary Coulbourne
7528 Brian YWay

| ansdale, PA 19448
UsSA
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Wednesday, October 22 2003

Commissioner Michael 1. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a
consumer if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-
resclution displays, and finding room for yet anather device in my living room. Please do not
dallow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV

devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, T am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With
today's technology, T can be more than a passive recipient of content -- [ can modify, create,
and participate. I can record TV to watch later; ¢lip a small piece of TV and splice it into a
home movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a
TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems
designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more
enjoyable, flexikble, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new
digital egquipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of
broadcast television, T urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast
flag.

Sincerely,
Star Chaser

24247 Atwood Ave Unit 124
Mareno Valley, CA 92553
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Wednesday, October 22 2003

Commissioner Michael 1. Copps
445 121h Street, NW
Washington. DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILLLE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadeast television, electronies, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." [ am gravely
concerned that a broadeast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convineing consumers of the benelits of switching to and
buving digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer
tf switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution
displayvs, and linding room for vet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the
MI'AA and 1ts allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV deviecs that
are more expensive and less valuable,

Iy addition, T am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadeast {lag. With todav's
technology, T ean be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create. and
participate. [ean record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home
movie: send an email elip of my child's football game to a distant relative: or record a TV program
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadeast flag seems designed to remove this
control and flexibility that I enjoyv.

I the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience niore enjoyable.
Hexable, and exeiting, what compelling reason do [ have as a consumer o buy new digital
cquipment? A pretiier TV picture is hardly encugh reason for me to dispense with all my current
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast televiston. |
urge vou to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag.

Sineerely,
Stacey Brundrett

1113 Vellum Trace
Peachtree City, GA 30269
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Wednesday, October 22 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, T urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” Iam gravely
concerned that a breadcast flag requlation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a
consumer if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-
resolution displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not
allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV

devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With
today's technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can madify, create,
and participate. [ can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a
home movie; send an email clip of my child's foctball game to a distant relative; or record a
TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems
designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more
enjovable, flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do T have as a consumer to buy new
digital equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my
current consumer electronics and computer equtpment. As a citizen and consumer of
broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by oppesing the broadcast
flag.

Sincerely,
loanne DiFrancesco

18 Country Club Road
Canton, MA 02021
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Wednesday, Octoher 22 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE

Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” | am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can medify, create, and participate. |
can record TY to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip
of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my
friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and ftexibility that | enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience maore enjoyable, flexible,
and exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer te buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me te dispense with all my current consumer electronics and
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the digital
transition by opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Matthew Moran

17630 Briar Ave.
Homewood, IL 60430
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Qctober 22, 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Coppe
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Waghington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ ani writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast flag” technology for digital television As a consumer
and eitizen, T feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for inmovation, congumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in mannfacturers ability to innovate for their customers. allowing
movie smdios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studics to tell technologists what new products they can
create. This will result in products that den't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged niore money for inferior functionality,

It the FCC issues a broadeast tlag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadeast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time,

Sincerely,

Micheel 8mith

1124 Willowridge Cir
Tewisville, TX 73067
USa



Jettrey Ahrendt
27843 W Oakland Rd
Cleveland, OH 44140

Commissioner Michael J. Copps

Federal Conmunications Comnission

445 12th Suceel, NW

Wasluneton, [D.C) 20554

Dyear Conumissioner Michael J. Copps:

As a broadeast welevision viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, 1 urge the Tederal
Commumications Conmpnission to vate against the adoption of a "broadeast flag” Tam outraged that the 1VCC
would consider a regulation would restrict the way T enjoy television.

The broadeast flag 1s neither in niy mterest nor the public's mterest. It will prevent me from watcling digital
broadeast television in the ways 1 currently enjoy analog broadcast television—{or example, 1t will restriet niy
abitity 10 move the video 1 have recorded for personal viewing from room—to—roont and place—to—place.

The broadeast Hag will also lock cut my computer as a way to watlch my favorie shows using my choice of
software on a plane or tram, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends.

Ithermore. if computers cannot fieely receive digital television. how can | expect ereative developers to
discover new devices thar enable me to use content in exciting ways | haven't even thought of? 1 value
innovative devices hike TiVo, Replay TV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist woday because they
were built 10 open standards using imexpensive, off—the—shel { computer parts.

I the move to digital television does not make the public’s viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do 1T have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
cquipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadeast television, T urge you to promote the digital welevision
transition by opposing adoption of the broadeast flag.

Sineerely,

Jeftrey Alrendt
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Vednesday, Qctober 22 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Ywashington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadeast flag. " | am gravely concerned that
a broadeast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
cigital television equipment. That transiticn will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
coesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution dispiays, and finding room
fur vet ancther device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and iess valuable

In addition, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the breoadcast flag With today's
tecnnelogy, { can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate. | can
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it inte a home movig; send an email clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting. what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reascn for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
cauipment. As 3 citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposig the broadcast flag

Sncerely
Kyle Draggoo

341 Richmond Ave. #200
Houston, TX 77046
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Wednesday, October 22 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer preducts, T urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” I am gravely
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television,

The digital television transition relies on canvincing consumers of the henefits of switching to
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a
consumer if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-
resolution displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not
allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV

devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

I addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With
today's technclogy, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- 1 can modify, create,
and participate. [ can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a
home movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a
IV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems
designed to remove this control and flexibility that 1 enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more
enjovable, flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a ccnsumer to buy new
digital equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me te dispense with all my
current consumer electronics and computer equipment, As a citizen and consumer of
broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast
flag.

Sincerely,
Brian Ramsey

34227 Teddy Ave NE
Albany, OR 97321



2003-10-22 15.00.38 (GMT) 16506181675 Fram

VWednesday, October 22 2003

Comnmissioner Michael J Copps
445 12tn Street. NW
viashington, OC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE

Dear Commissionar Copps,

As z consumer of broadcast television, elestronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal

Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "breadcast flag.” | am gravely concerned that
= broadeast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjay television

The aigital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transiticn will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
coesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resclution displays, and finding room
for yet ancther device in my living rcom. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addibon, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. VWith teday's
technelogy, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate. | can
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it info a home movie, send an email clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this contral and flexibility that | enjoy.

If the move to digital television does nol make the public's viewing expenence more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital eguipment? A prettier TV
picture s hardly encugh reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer lectrenics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast tefevision, | urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Brian Gallagher

30844 Calahan
Roseville, Ml 48068
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Tnztoher 22, 2003

Comnissioner Michasl J. Copps
Federal Comnunications Commission
445 12th Strest, HUY

Washington, D C 0 20554

[esr Michoel Copps,

T oam writing to volce ny opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "hroadcast

£ " technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, 1 fesl
strmngly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the
irblmate adoption of DTV

& robuet ) conpetitive market for consumer =lectronics nust be rooted in
znufacturers' ability to innovate for thelr customers. Allowing novie studios

o teatures of DTV-—reception equipnent will enable the studicos to tell
teachnologists what new products they can creats. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect vhat consumers like me actually want, and it could
result in me being charged mnore money for inferior functionality.

to

If the FCC issues a broadecast flag mandate., I would actually be less likely to
male an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment . I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not
mandate hroadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank wou for vour time

CarimEerely

ittt HMiller
Farmns Ln
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Dctober 22, 2003

Commlssloner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communlcations Commlssion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Cear Michael Copps,

| am wrltihg to volee my opposltion t0 any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "breadeast flag” technology for digital television As a
consumer and citizen, | feel strangly that such a pelley would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights and the ultimate
adaptlon of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronles must he toated In manufacturers' abllity to Innavats for thalr
customers. Allowlng meovle studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlos to tell technologists
what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty.

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capakble recaivers

and other equipment. 1 will net pay more for devices that [Imlt my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technolegy for digltal televislon. Thank you for your time.

Sinceraly,

Robert Friend

A3 Ferge River Pkwy
Raynham, MA 02787
UsA



